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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington D.C. 20544

In the Matter of

Petition to Amend Part 68 of the
Commission's Rules to Include
Terminal Equipment Connected to
Public Switched Digital Service

and

Correction of Part 68 Typographical
Errors, Clarifications and a Proposal
for Part 68 Registration Revocation
Procedures

In the Matter of

Petition to Amend Part 68 of the
Commission's Rules to Include
Terminal Equipment Connected to
Basic Rate Access Services Provided
via Integrated Services Digital
Network Access Technology

and

NYNEX I S REPLY COMMENTS

The NYNEX Telephone Companies (IINYNEXlI)l respectfully submit

these Reply Comments in the above-captioned matter.

In its Comments, NYNEX supported the proposed amendments to Part

68 of the Commission's rules. The proposed amendments were also

supported by most of the commenting parties. As noted by U S WEST

in its Comments,2 the proposed amendments are fully justified on
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The NYNEX Telephone Companies are New York Telephone
Company and New England Telephone and Telegraph Company.

~ U S WEST Comments, p.2.
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the basis of sound engineering practice.

Several parties (~, TIA and AT&T) proposed further revisions

to the rules in their comments. NYNEX supports these revisions as

well. However, NYNEX opposes AT&T's request to include a definition

of Public Switched Digital Service (PSDS) in Part 68. 3 Inclusion

of such a definition is well beyond the scope and purpose of Part

68. 4

NYNEX also agrees with the TIA that the Commission needs to

streamline the Part 68 rulemaking process. S The existing process

for rule revisions can at times be very lengthy. In fact, as TIA

points out in its Comments,6 a portion of this particular

proceeding was initiated nearly six years ago. In today's

competitive environment, it is critical that local exchange carriers

be able to introduce new services in a timely manner.

NYNEX does not support IDCMA's proposal that the Commission

specify a standard plug for network interconnection of PSDS and ISDN

equipment. The Commission should not specify in the Part 68 Rules

the types of connectors to be used with specific services. Instead,

~ AT&T Comments, p.3.

~ NYNEX Comments p.S n.9.

~ TIA Comments p.2.

The purpose of the Part 68 rules is to provide "uniform
standards for the protection of the telephone network from
harms caused by the connection of terminal equipment and
associated wiring." ~ 47 CFR §68.1. NYNEX agrees with
BellSouth that the Commission must be careful that Part 68
proceedings remain concerned with protection against
network harms and do not become tools for affecting the
function of the CPE marketplace. ~ BellSouth Comments,
pp. 3-4.
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as 1ft1IBX aDd others noted in their ca-.utB,7 IlUch matters should

be left to .taDdarda bodie., industry forums, tb8 tariff proce•• aDd

the ..rk~lac••

aagDII(IJ

The CO-l.sioD .hould~ the p~opo.ed a.-adn'ents to Part 'I,

includillg' the 1IOCl1flcatlODa propo..cl by TIA and AT''!'. Howenr I the

cca.l••1on ab.ould Dot specify in tM lltart 61 rul.. the particular

requlr~t. for Detwork iDteraODDeatiOll of ISDM an4 PaN tenainal

equ1pB8llt. lute. the co.l••10D should rely 011 atanclards

caa-itt_, the tulff/tecbnical speclflcatiOD proc... aDd. i.Ddlmtry

COIlseD8US to 4eterlllll8 thea. r-.ui~~t•.
t~,
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<

~tully sulait:t" •..

... YOJ:k Tel'" COIIV&DY
aDd

..., 1Di)1aDd Telepb.oDe and
Teleqr;aph Coaapany

120 .1~Dldal. Jtaad
_ita Pi.ina, 1ft' 10605
(914.) 64"-2032

'lhelr Attorneys

Dated: ~1:1IUY 25, 1994
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